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1. Claims 1-13 are presented for examination. 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. The following rejection is maintained. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Miyake et al. (EP 1,089,168). 

Miyake et al. taught arranging, via computer, variable-length instructions to be executed in an 
order in a logical instruction slot; and verifying an arrangement of the variable-length instructions (para. 67- 
69,-figure 9). 

In response to applicant argument of the rejection of 13, applicant fails to set forth the difference, 
merely alleges that the teaching of Miyake et al. is not the claimed invention. 

5. New grounds of rejection. 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent 

7. Claims 1-13 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Applicant admission of prior 

art, (AAPA) pages 1-11 andflgures1-9. 

AAPA taught the invention as claimed including identifying a classification of a functional unit which can execute 
a basic instruction ; determining whether said basic instruction can be assigned to a logical instruction slot 
through checking a relationship between said classification of said functional unit and said logical 
instruction slot (page 10. lines 6-23) : and assigning, to an instruction slot, said basic instruction determined to be assigna 
said logical instruction slot (page 8, lines 30). 

As to claim 2, AAPA taught that identifying is divided into identifying an instruction category of 
a basic instruction, and identifying a classification of a functional unit which can execute said 
instruction category (page 7, lines 6-36) . 

As to claim 3, AAPA taught that further comprising prior to said assigning, checking a 
relationship between said basic instruction that can be assigned to said logical instruction slot and 
other basic instructions to be assigned to other logical instruction slots (Page 8, lines 31-37). 

As to claim 4, AAPA taught that prior to said assigning, for checking a relationship between 
said basic instruction that can be assigned to said logical instruction slot and other basic instructions to 
be assigned to other logical instruction slots (Page 8, lines 31-37). 

As to claim 5, AAPA taught that identifying said logical instruction slot having a lowest 
numeral determined to be assignable (see figure 3 note time 2 and 3, clearly showing the basic 
instruction are placed in the slot having the lowest numeral). 
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As to claim 6, AAPA taught that assigning includes identifying said logical instruction slot 
having a lowest numeral determined to be assignable (see figure 3, note time 2 and 3, clearly showing 
the basic instruction are placed in the slot having the lowest numeral). 

As to claim 7, AAPA taught that identifying, determining, checking and assigning are repeated 
for all instruction slots (page 9, lines 1-12). 

As to claim 8, AAPA taught that identifying, determining, checking and assigning are repeated 
for all instruction slots (page 9, lines 1-12). 

Claims 9-12 are rejected for the same rational as claims 1-8, above. 



As to claim 13, A method for aiding instruction processing, comprising arranging, via computer, variable-length 
instructions to be executed in an order in a logical instruction slot; and verifying an arrangement of the 
variable-length instructions (AAPA suggest the application of the claims to variable-length instructions 
(page 10, lines 27-35). 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure.. 
Berenbaum et al. ' 7,096,343 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Larry D. Donaghue whose telephone number is 571-272-3962. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Nathan Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




